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Box No. I 



Baas of this opinion 



1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in the language in which it was 
filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 



□ 



This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following language 

, which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under 



Rule 12.3 and 23. 1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and necessary to the claimed 
invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material 

| | a sequence listing 

j | table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material 

| | in written format 

| | in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing 

[ ] contained in the international application as filed. 

| | filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 
| | furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. | | In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table(s) relating thereto has been filed or 

furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in the application as 
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4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bls.l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, Inventive step or industrial applicability; 

citations and explanations supporting such statement 


1. Statement 

Novelty (N) 


Claims 


1, 2 


YES 




Claims 




NO 


Inventive step (IS) 


Clai ms 


2 


YES 




Claims 


1 


NO 


Industrial applicability (IA) 


Claims 


1, 2 


YES 




Claims 




NO 











2. Citations and explanations: 

Document 1: JP, 59-161 139, A (Nippon Telegraph and Telephone Corporation), 1 1 September, 1984 
(11.09.84), claims (1) and (5); page 2, lower right column, lines 4-7; page 3, lower left column, lines 
4-7 (Family: none) 

Document 2: JP, 7-79473, A (Mitsubishi Electric Corporation), 20 March, 1995 (20.03.95), abstract, 
claims 1-4, paragraphs [0019], [0020] and [0027]-[0032], Figs. 1-4 (Family: none) 

Document 3: JP, 10-28282, A (NTT Docomo Inc.), 27 January, 1998 (27.01.98), full text, all 
drawings (Family: none) 

Document 4: JP, 3-143123, A (Nippon Telegraph and Telephone Corporation), 18 June, 1 991 

(18.06.91) , the claims (Family: none) 

Document 5: JP, 4-79527, A (Nippon Telegraph and Telephone Corporation), 12 March, 1992 

(12.03.92) , the claims (Family: none) 

Claim I 

The subject matter of claim 1 does not appear to involve an inventive step in view of 
documents 1-5 cited in the ISR. 

Document 1 (claims (1) and (5), page 2, lower right column, lines 4-7, and page 3, lower left 
column, lines 4-7), document 2 (abstract, claims 1-4, paragraphs [0019], [0020] and [0027]- [0032], 
and Figs. 1-4) and document 3 (abstract and claims 1-4) cited in the ISR describe a configuration in 
which accessible information is broadcasted as a broadcast signal in a plurality of base stations using 
different frequencies. 

Document 4 or 5 cited in the ISR describes that data showing permission of transmission or 
prohibition of transmission is broadcasted as a broadcast signal from a base station. 

Thus, a person skilled in the art could have easily conceived that the broadcast signal 
described in document 4 or 5 is used as the broadcast signal described in documents 1 -3. 

Claim 2 

The subject matter of claim 2 appears to involve an inventive step in view of the documents 
cited in the ISR. Documents 1-5 do not describe that a voice signal and a data signal are sent and 
received, and moreover, a person skilled in the art could not have easily conceived of sending and 
receiving a DTMF signal. 
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